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COMMEMORATING DR. CHARLES

W. BUGGS

HON. JUANITA MILLENDER-McDONALD
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, November 7, 1997

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to commemorate a remarkable
man from the 37th District of California: Dr.
Charles W. Buggs. Dr. Buggs has served a
leading role in the field of medicine and has
inspired thousands of other young African-
Americans to follow in his footsteps. Often re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Father of Allied Health’’ with-
in the Drew University of Medicine and
Science, Dr. Buggs made significant accom-
plishments during his 85 years of life.

Dr. Buggs was a microbiologist who contrib-
uted to the advancement of humandkind
through his extensive scientific research. He
worked on the original research to develop
penicillin and laid the foundation for the work
of today’s scientists and physicians who are
studying cancer metabolism and using anti-
biotics such as streptomycin. He conducted
the study which opened the eyes of Congress
to the need for science educational centers in
historically black colleges and universities. He
paved the way for the establishment of Fed-
eral funding for these educational centers and
provided the foundational research and devel-
opment for Drew University’s College of Allied
Health.

Dr. Buggs scientific work has enriched the
lives of Americans far beyond Drew University
and the 37th District of California. His leader-
ship and unyielding commitment to expanding
the minds of aspiring physicians and scientists
has contributed to the education of a signifi-
cant number of African-American physicians in
the United States. Numerous people through-
out the country have become educated and
are now serving their communities as health
professionals because of his shining example
of what it means to lead, to educate, and to
truly make a difference for the generations of
today and tomorrow.

As a leading role model for young African-
Americans striving to become scientists, Dr.
Buggs ensured that this spirit of learning and
expanding science would not end with his
passing. I am honored to be able to represent
a district which has benefited so immensely
from this man.
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TURKEY LOOKS OUTSIDE ITS BOR-
DERS TO SOLVE ITS KURDISH
QUESTION, WHEN THE PROBLEM
CLEARLY RESTS WITHIN

HON. STENY H. HOYER
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, November 7, 1997

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, over the past
several years, Turkey, a NATO ally and United
States friend, has made repeated incursions
into Iraq. The invasions, which violate inter-
national law, are undertaken ostensibly
against Kurdish guerillas waging a violent in-
surgency in Turkey. In reality, these military
campaigns result in countless civilian casual-
ties, widespread population displacement, se-
vere economic hardship, and if anything, en-

courage local support for the guerrillas. While
the Turkish military declares the guerrillas
eradicated after each incursion, repeated
cross-border attacks expose this as a fiction.

The latest invasion raises new cause for
concern. For more than three weeks, Turkish
forces have actively supported the Kurdistan
Democratic Party (KDP), which has been en-
gaged in years of bloody fighting with its rival,
the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK). Wide-
spread reports indicate Turkey is using na-
palm and cluster bombs, despite international
covenants banning their use. The PUK re-
ceives significant United States funding, so in
effect, our ally Turkey is attacking a party
which receives funds from the United States
Government. I question why our Government
refuses to acknowledge this inconsistency.
And even more importantly, I question our
Government’s silence when a United States-
supplied ally violates a United States-imposed
‘no-fly zone’ to kill Kurdish civilians and de-
stroy their villages in the so-called safe haven.

Mr. Speaker, Turkey along with the United
States and Great Britain, had been participat-
ing in the ‘‘Ankara Process’’ in an effort to
bring the two feuding Kurdish factions to the
negotiating table. Turkey’s military support for
the KDP ends any hope that it can serve as
a neutral regional peace-broker. Furthermore,
Turkish plans to establish a ‘‘buffer zone’’ in
Iraqi Kurdistan, with at least 8,000 troops, will
destabilize the entire region and invite inter-
vention by Iraq, Iran and Syria. Mr. Speaker,
I would like to submit for the record an edi-
torial by Jim Hoagland from last Sunday’s
Washington Post that further questions the
logic of U.S. policy in this area.

It is tragic and ironic that Turkey seeks an-
swers to its ‘‘Kurdish question’’ outside its bor-
ders, when in reality it should be working
these issues out at home. Turkey’s 15 million
Kurds have faced oppression since modern
Turkey was forged in 1923. Since then, there
have been 28 major Kurdish uprisings. The
most recent, underway since 1984, has
claimed almost 30,000 lives. According to
Turkish Government sources 3,185 Kurdish
villages have been evacuated and up to three
million people have been internally displaced
from southeast Turkey. Dispite the severity of
the conflict, Turkey refuses access by the
International Red Cross to the stricken region.
The conflict costs billions of dollars each year
and destroys hopes of economic development
that is greatly needed in the region.

Mr. Speaker, the Turkish regime must put
flesh on its skeletal democracy, or the Kurdish
problem and other pressing issues will fester
and continue to prevent Turkey from moving
closer to Europe. Turkey’s civilian and military
leaders have repeatedly stated their intentions
to address human rights problems, yet the
problems persist and reform efforts seem little
more than public relations exercises. Mean-
while, our Government continues business as
usual, sending billions of dollars worth of se-
curity assistance to Ankara while refusing to
acknowledge increasing signs of political insta-
bility. Such unequivocal support is unwise be-
cause it reinforces the military and other non-
democratic forces in Turkey, and sends a
message that the United States Government
will support the Turkish Government no matter
how deficient it remains in human rights areas.

Mr. Speaker, as I stand before this distin-
guished body, a group of Kurds and Ameri-
cans, including Kathryn Cameron Porter, are

fasting in front of this building to protest
human rights violations in Turkey. They too
believe our Government has remained silent in
the face of growing threats to democracy in
Turkey. A major impetus for their protest is the
continued imprisonment of four Kurdish par-
liamentarians, including Leyla Zana, whose in-
dictment included charges related to her ap-
pearance at a Helsinki commission briefing. All
Kurdish-based political parties in Turkey are
suppressed, even though Kurdish political
opinions must be considered if political institu-
tions are to be truly representative. Non-vio-
lent Kurdish parties must be allowed to partici-
pate in political life. Individuals should not be
jailed for expressing opinions deemed harmful
by the Government. Open debate and dia-
logue is imperative.

Mr. Speaker, another democratic measure is
freedom of the media. On October 21, the
Committee to Protect Journalists (CPJ) issued
a report entitled ‘‘The Anatolian Archipelago’’
which details the fate of 78 journalists jailed
for speech crimes in Turkey. CPJ, which does
meticulous research and seeks Turkish Gov-
ernment input before publishing, has con-
cluded in each of the last 3 years that more
journalists are jailed in Turkey than in any
other country.

Human rights defenders and Kurdish peace
activists are also subject to harassment, im-
prisonment or worse. This past week, Yavuz
Onen and Akin Birdal, two internationally rec-
ognized rights leaders, and Ahmet Turk, a
Kurd, were charged for reading in public a re-
port detailing the ongoing scandal linking offi-
cials to death squads and face up to 3 years
in prison. On October 20, well-known peace
activist, Esber Yagmurdereli, was jailed for 22
years. On October 21, the president and 7
other Human Rights Association (HRA) execu-
tives were sentenced to between 1 and 2
years in prison for speeches made during
human rights week in 1996. In recent years,
20 HRA branches have been closed, including
all that serve Kurdish communities in South-
east Turkey.

Free expression is only one area where Tur-
key is deficient in meeting its stated human
rights commitments. Local NGOS, Amnesty
International, Human Rights Watch, and our
own State Department conclude that torture
remains widespread and few accused of tor-
ture are brought to justice. Last week, a panel
of judges presiding over an internationally
publicized trial, refused to make police ac-
cused of torturing 14 young people, some as
young as 13, appear in court. Also pending is
the legal appeal of the human rights founda-
tion doctor who refused to turn over to the
government information on victims of torture.

Mr. Speaker, I have joined more than 160 of
our colleagues in signing a letter calling for the
release of imprisoned parliamentarians in Tur-
key. At the very least, as Members of an
elected legislature, we should demand that our
colleagues in Turkey be freed, for it is unthink-
able that legislators in a democratic society
would be jailed for speaking out on behalf of
democratic society would be jailed for speak-
ing out on behalf of their constituents. I urge
my colleagues to sign the ‘‘Dear Colleague’’
letter and to visit those fasting on the steps of
this building.

I have also joined my colleagues on the
Helsinki Commission in introducing a resolu-
tion expressing the sense of the Congress that
Turkey should not be chosen as the host of
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the next summit meeting of the Organization
for Security and Cooperation in Europe. As
long as Turkey continues to violate inter-
national law and its own commitments to
OSCE principles, Turkey should not be con-
sidered an appropriate venue for a human
rights summit. Such a privilege, Mr. Speaker,
should be reserved for participating States that
have demonstrated, in word and in deed,
steadfast support for Helsinki principles and
standards, particularly respect for basic human
rights.

[From The Washington Post, Nov. 2, 1997]
BEFORE TURKEY JOINS EUROPE

(By Jim Hoagland)
Friend and ally to Turkey for half a cen-

tury, the United States today plays a new
role: pusher. The drug of choice is unrealistic
ambition, fed by Washington to Ankara to
keep the Turks cooperative.

The Clinton administration has correctly
identified Turkey as the new ‘‘front-line
state’’ in global conflict. It is the major
crossroads of the religious, social and na-
tionalist fractures of new-era politics, and
gateway to the oil fields of Central Asia, Iraq
and the Persian Gulf. Turkey counts.

But Washington is as weak at remedy as it
is strong on diagnosis. In no other region of
the post-Cold War world is the imbalance
greater between a region’s declared impor-
tance to U.S. interests and active, sustained
U.S. involvement.

Instead the Clinton administration offers
diplomatic opium to the Turks, suggesting
that the answer to their problems is quick
membership in the European Union, and
then presses the Europeans to admit the
Turks and overlook a few flaws here and
there.

There is nothing inherently wrong with the
U.S. goal of Turkish membership in the 15-
member club of Europe’s most affluent na-
tions. A Turkey that fits into Europe eco-
nomically and socially would be a more sta-
ble nation, as U.S. diplomats argue at inter-
national conferences and in increasingly ac-
rimonious private exchanges with their Eu-
ropean counterparts.

But Washington turns a blind eye to the
self-destructive, addictive behavior of the
Turkish military that makes EU member-
ship in the near future a pipe dream. Worse:
Washington denies its own responsibility for
conditions that feed that behavior.

The Turkish military, which dominates
the weak coalition government in Ankara, is
not interested in harmonizing value added
taxes, a perennial hot topic in the EU. The
Turkish military expends its energies perse-
cuting dissidents at home—a new wave of ar-
rests of human rights activists was launched
last week—and plunging deeper into a nasty
civil war in neighboring northern Iraq.

For several weeks Turkish warplanes have
been strafing Kurdish guerrillas in Iraq on a
near-daily basis. Turkey has moved U.S.-sup-
plied artillery into Iraq to fire on one Kurd-
ish faction, and is dropping napalm on them
from U.S.-supplied warplanes, Kurdish
spokesmen say.

Turkey’s involvement in the Kurdish civil
war demolishes the notion that this is a dis-
tant, small conflict with no consequence for
the United States. The White House pretends
otherwise in its misleading reports to Con-
gress and in its anesthetizing public state-
ments playing up the ‘‘success’’ of U.S. pol-
icy in northern Iraq and Turkey.

The confusion of American purposes and
methods is made clear by this officially
unacknowledged, bizarre reality: The main
targets of Turkey’s current attacks inside
Iraq are the guerrillas of the Patriotic Union
of Kurdistan, an organization that receives

at least $500,000 a month in covert support
from the Central Intelligence Agency.

Official American money intended to fi-
nance peacekeeping has also been flowing to
the PUK’s Kurdish opponents, led by
Massoud Barzani, who has allied himself
with the Baghdad regime of Saddam Hussein.

The Turks are now weary of the vacuum
that the United States has let develop in
northern Iraq, a U.S. protectorate after the
gulf war. They are also understandably upset
about the heavy financial sacrifices the long
U.S.-led economic blockade on Saddam has
imposed on them. Frustrated and confused
about U.S. goals, the Turks follow policies
that will result in both Kurdish groups rec-
onciling with Saddam, who will resume oper-
ational control of the north.

On top of this disastrous scenario, the bru-
tal Turkish campaign pushes further and fur-
ther away the day when Ankara would be ac-
cepted by the European Union. U.S. abdica-
tion in northern Iraq, and its self-imposed
blindness to the regional consequences of
that abdication, undermine its proposed so-
lution for Turkey’s problems.

This large, developing Muslim nation al-
ready faces nearly insurmountable hurdles in
gaining EU membership. Germany, with 2
million Turkish residents and 500,000 Kurds
on its soil, is terrified of new waves of immi-
gration. The Europeans are also keenly
aware that they are being asked by the
Americans to provide more financial support
for Turkey so U.S. help can decline.

Washington needs to acknowledge the
damage its vacillating policy on Iraq has
caused Turkey and offer financial compensa-
tion to Ankara. The deal must include Tur-
key’s ending its human rights abuses at
home and the border war on the Kurds, as
part of a self-help program to get ready to
join Europe.

Friends challenge self-delusion. They do
not feed it.

f

TRIBUTE TO THE LOUISIANA-PA-
CIFIC CORP. FOR POSITIVE EF-
FORTS MADE IN IMPROVING
THEIR ENVIRONMENTAL RECORD

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, November 7, 1997

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
offer congratulations to the Louisiana-Pacific
Corp. for turning around its performance in the
area of environmental compliance. The Louisi-
ana-Pacific Corp. is one of the Nation’s lead-
ing building products manufacturers and oper-
ates a facility in my district at Olathe, CO. The
facility in Olathe manufactures oriented strand
boards [OSB] which are high-quality structural
panels used in the construction of homes and
commercial buildings.

To be fair, this facility has had its share of
environmental problems. However, due to an
extraordinary effort by the workers in this facil-
ity along with a solid commitment from the
management of the Louisiana-Pacific Corp.,
this facility has completed the hard work nec-
essary to meet its environmental compliance
responsibilities. This is evidenced by a sur-
prise inspection of this facility by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency which occurred in
August 1997. The quotation from the inspec-
tion team speaks for itself:

The general housekeeping of the plant was
uncommonly good and the plant operations
were well organized. Records and Monitoring

data were complete, quickly available and
easy to understand. Training was thorough,
updated regularly and well tracked. Contin-
gency and safety strategies were in place and
well understood by managers and staff. Staff
knowledge and attention to environmental
compliance was good in all categories.

The results of this inspection are a source
of pride for all at Louisiana-Pacific and the
Olathe OSB plant. The plant was the pilot
plant for the roll-out of Louisiana-Pacific’s En-
vironmental Management System [EMS],
which is now being introduced to all of Louisi-
ana-Pacific’s OSB plants and will be intro-
duced to all of Louisiana-Pacific’s business
units in 1998.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit for the
RECORD a portion of the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agencies report regarding their in-
spection of Louisiana-Pacific’s Loathe, CO
OSB plant and once again say job well done
to those at the Louisiana-Pacific Corp.

PRELIMINARY COMPLIANCE AGREEMENT AUDIT
OF LOUISIANA PACIFIC CORPORATION—SEP-
TEMBER 16, 1997

BRIEFING WITH LPC CEO

The Audit Team met with Mr. Mark
Suwyn, Chief Executive Officer (CEO), who
provided a broad overview of what he has en-
visioned for LPC’s environmental programs
and culture changes instituted LPC as a re-
sult of the change in management since the
Consent Decree and Agreement. The Audit
Team viewed a video from series of videos
that LPC has prepared for its employees. The
video included an address from LPC’s CEO to
LPC’s employees on, among other things,
LPC’s commitment to environmental laws
and regulations. During the Audit Teams
meeting with Mr. Suwyn, he also spoke of
the Montrose Mill accomplishments in par-
ticular and the many changes that have been
made at the mill as a result of the Consent
Decree.

FACTS AND FINDING FROM INTERVIEWS

The following summarizes the questions
asked and responses given by LPC personnel
in reference to the Consent Decree and the
Preliminary Compliance Agreement.

LPC Structure and Montrose Mill
LPC Structure and Montrose Mill
LPC restructured in 1996 into a geographi-

cal alignment and has been changed from Di-
visions to Regions. The Montrose Mill is no
longer in the North Central Division. The
North Central Division manager has been re-
cently assigned to Portland Headquarters.
He is currently stationed in Idaho. The
Montrose Mill is part of the Northwest Re-
gion consisting of the States of Washington,
Oregon, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming and Colo-
rado. Mr. Richard Flather is the Regional
Business Manager. Each LPC Region has sep-
arate positions for a Regional Business Man-
ager, and a Environmental Manager.

LPC uses two organizational structures:
one for the Business side and the second for
environmental compliance purposes. LPC
formed five Environmental Compliance Re-
gions:

Northwest (EPA Regions 8 and 10),
North Central—East (EPA Regions 1 and

5), EPA Region 2 would be included; however,
LPS’s Environmental Compliance Regional
chart does not list any facilities in this Re-
gion at the time of this report.

Western (EPA Region 9),
South West (EPA Regions 6 and 7), and
South East (Regions 3 and 4).
LPC Installation of Facilities Pollution

Equipment
The Montrose Mill installed the Wet Elec-

trostatic Preciptators (WEPS) in 1996 at a
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